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can never meet the difficulty until we approach the 
problem from an entirely different standpoint. We 
must, as a nation, treat war as abhorrent and to be 
stamped out. We must never again send a representa- 
tive to a peace conference to write the laws of war. In 
the place of such burlesque upon peace, we must write 
real declarations of principle by nations which intend 
not to enter into war, but propose to render it unneces- 
sary and impossible, and undertake to punish as far as 
practicable nations indulging in it. At least we must 
do this and accept the consequences of such new rules of 
action if, indeed, we believe war to be an evil and a 
nuisance, though in our minds it may fall short of being 
a crime. 

It makes a great difference whether the laws of 
burglary are framed by burglars, even by those who, 
recognizing the frailty of human nature, expect that 
some time or other they will be compelled to resort to 
burglary, or, on the other hand, by citizens who are not 
burglars, do not expect to indulge in burglary, and do 
propose to treat it as an objectionable occupation. 

To give slight concrete illustrations of the idea we 
have in mind, we may call attention to the fact that one 
of the latest Hague conventions undertook to regulate 
the use of submarine mines in war. This recognized 
the legitimacy of their employment. Again, according 
to the accepted practice among nations, a city may be 
bombarded and the property of neutrals destroyed, and 
such neutrals are without recourse. Approaching these 
topics from a saner point of view, we would agree that a 
nation which, by planting mines or through any other 
act of war, inflicted injury upon the property of the 
individuals of a neutral nation should be responsible for 
the injury inflicted. 

To illustrate: If, gun in hand, and endeavoring to 
kill my enemy, by mischance I slay an innocent by- 
stander, I am punished for the act; the fact that my 
aim was bad will not excuse me. Even civilly T may 
be compelled to pay heavy damages to his wife and fam- 
ily. If I set a trap for an enemy, and by accident kill 
a friend, our municipal laws hold me deserving of pun- 
ishment. The nation committing like acts should re- 
ceive corresponding punishment. 

We should not allow any nation to gain material ad- 
vantage, or assumed material advantage, as the result 
of war with another nation. If, in a dispute, I am 
overcome by another man, he gains no right to hold me 
down until I yield to him my purse or deed him my 
property. Yet we are told that by the laws of war 
similar acts may occur between nations and be fully 
justified. We say there are no such laws of war — that 
in such things are lacking all the elements of law, 
whether measured by the criterion so eloquently stated 
by "Hooker or by any criterion recognized among men 
who claim a speaking acquaintance with the Ten Com- 
mandments or with the proprieties recognized as exist- 
ing among gentlemen. If a thousand times men have 
been overcome by their enemies and despoiled of their 
pocket-books, there is not thereby created a law of rob- 
bery. A thousand like instances as between nations 
cannot create a law of war sanctioning such conduct. 
The fact that under given circumstances men or nations 
have taken advantage of one another does not create a 
law of wrongdoing, but only indicates a tendency on 
their part, their passions being excited, to ignore the 
laws of decency. 



We will further add to our national laws. Within 
our borders we will prohibit the flotation of bonds to 
carry on war, just as we punish a man as accessory to 
a crime who loans money to another to buy a gun to 
kill his fellow. Likewise we will prohibit the selling of 
arms and ammunition by our citizens to another nation 
to carry on war, for in so doing we make ourselves ac- 
cessories to the ensuing slaughter. We must have our 
own rules of righteousness and right living. 

We will make it more difficult for ourselves to enter 
into war. Today our Congress and our President may 
declare war without real knowledge of popular senti- 
ment, influenced by the excitement of the moment, and 
we are compelled to follow in their train. We will 
prevent declarations of war before a reference of the 
whole question to the entire people on a direct vote, and 
if this be had, we may be assured that we will never 
enter into it. War has ever been a game for kings to 
play at, and Presidents and Congresses should not suc- 
ceed to their role. 

But if our thesis be wrong — if we must continue to 
have laws of war instead of laws against war — let us 
address ourselves to the problem in a sportsmanlike 
way, and let war be a game, sanctioned as such, and 
carried out under enforceable rules. Let us be system 
atic, forming a circle around the combatants, and al- 
lowing no nation to trade with them while the game 
proceeds. Let the prize be determined in advance of 
the conflict, so that each nation may know exactly the 
penalty of defeat or the reward of victory. Let strict 
rules be established, with an umpire furnished with 
power to call the game off, enforce forfeitures, or de- 
clare the victory which should be awarded to the side 
winning the most points or indulging in the fewest 
fouls. The burning of a town should have a fixed 
value; the killing of a thousand soldiers, the slaughter 
of civilians and the bombardment of unfortified ports, 
the sinking of an enemy's ship — vessel of war or mer- 
chantmen — should be rewarded, and a proper number 
of points allowed. So many points should be deducted 
for the destruction of the vessel of a neutral nation or 
the killing of neutrals. Of course official tally-keepers 
should be appointed. 

In this or some similar way it will be possible to sys- 
tematize war as we do a baseball contest or a game of 
parlor bridge, and thereby add to its sanctity and glory. 
Hyattsville, Md. 



WHERE IS GOD? 

Rabbi Joseph Silverman. 

The following is the answer to a little child who re- 
cently asked the author, "Where is God in this great 

war?" 

Not in. cruel war with shot and shell, 
Not in triumph shouts at each death knell, 
Not in nations' gore that stains the sod, 
Not in all this cruel hate is God ! 

Not in selfish plans that aim to kill, 
Not in sinful prayers more blood to spill, 
Not in churches that uphold the rod, 
Not in such hypocrisy is God! 

But in loyal hearts that sigh and bleed, 
In the yearnings for a better creed, 
In a land that knows no tyrant's nod, 
In a world of law and peace is God! 



